Regional Fisheries Advisory Committee 31st January, 1983 by unknown
Dawson House, Great Sankey 
Warrington WA5 3LW 
Telephone Penketh 4321
F2/A9 2 5 th  J a n u a r y ,  1983
To: Members o f  th e  R e g io n a l F i s h e r i e s  
A d v iso ry  C om m ittee:
(M essrs . T .A .F . B a rn e s  (Chairm an)
W .S. B e l l ;  A .G .R . Brown; F . B u n tin g ;
G. C am pbell; H. C aunce; T.M . F a r r e r ;
J .H .  F e l l ;  J .  E . G o u ldbou rn ; R .D . H oughton;
J .  Jo h n so n ; I .  J o n e s ;  G .E . Lowe;
Wm. McKenna; J .  E . R edhead; G. W ilson ;
M ajor J.G .W . S k ip w ith  and th e  C hairm an 
o f  th e  A u th o r i ty  (G. M ann); th e  V ice  
C hairm an o f  th e  A u th o r i ty  (A. R ic h a rd so n ) ; 
and th e  C hairm en o f  th e  A rea  A d v iso ry  
C om m ittees ( J .S .  B a i le y ;  J .M . C r o f t ;
E .P . E croyd (ex  o f f i c i o ) ) .
Dear Member,
P le a s e  a t t e n d  a  m e e tin g  o f  th e  REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE t o  be h e ld  a t  2 .1 5  p .m . o n  MONDAY, 31ST JANUARY, 
1983 , i n  th e  BOARD ROOM, DAWSON HOUSE, GREAT SANKEY, fo r  
c o n s id e r a t io n  o f  th e  fo llo w in g  b u s in e s s .
1 . A p o lo g ie s  f o r  a b s e n c e .
2 . M in u te s  o f  th e  l a s t  m e e tin g  ( p r e v io u s ly  c i r c u l a t e d ) .
3 . Rod and l i n e  f i s h i n g  l i c e n c e  d u t i e s  f o r  1983.
4 . D r a f t  n e t  l i c e n c e s  -  R iv e r s  D erw ent and E l l e n .
5 . R iv e rs  D erw ent and E l le n  e s t u a r i e s  n e t  l i m i t a t i o n  o r d e r s .
6 . P ro p o sed  p ik e  ra n c h in g  schem e on E s th w a ite  W ate r.
7 .  D is e a s e s  o f  f i s h  b i l l .
8 . O u tb reak  o f  w h i r l in g  d i s e a s e  in  th e  A u t h o r i t y 's  a r e a .
9 . C o n tro l  o f  f e r a l  m ink .
Y ours f a i t h f u l l y ,
W. H. CRACKLE, 
S e c r e ta r y  and S o l i c i t o r .
A G E N D A
10. Any o th e r  b u s in e s s .
F l / A l l
NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
31ST JANUARY, 1983
ROD AND LINE FISHING LICENCE DUTIES FOR 1983
1 . On 1 6 th  N ovem ber, 1982 , t h e  A u th o r i ty  was n o t i f i e d  t h a t  MAFF had 
a p p ro v ed  th e  p ro p o se d  new s c a l e  o f  ro d  and l i n e  f i s h i n g  l i c e n c e  d u t i e s  
to  t a k e  e f f e c t  on  1 s t  J a n u a r y ,  1983.
2 . A l l  Members and D eputy  Members o f  th e  A u th o r i ty  and a l l  Members o f  th e  
A rea F i s h e r i e s  A d v iso ry  C om m ittees have  b e e n  n o t i f i e d  o f  th e  a p p ro v a l  
and p a r t i c u l a r s  o f  th e  new d u t i e s  have  b een  p u b l i c i s e d  i n  th e  r e g io n .
3 . F u l l  d e t a i l s  o f  th e  new d u t i e s  a r e  a s  f o l l o w s : -  
S in g le  Rod and L in e  (w hole a re a )
(1) Salmon £ p
S eason
Season  c o n c e s s io n a r y  
Seven  day
2 7 .0 0
1 3 .5 0
4 .5 0
(2) M ig ra to ry  t r o u t
S eason
S easo n  c o n c e s s io n a r y  
Seven  day
9 .0 0
4 .5 0
1 .5 0
(3) N o n -m ig ra to ry  t r o u t
(brown t r o u t ,  ra in b o w  t r o u t  and c h a r)
S eason
S easo n  c o n c e s s io n a r y  
Seven day
4 .0 0
2 .0 0
1 .0 0
(4) F re sh w a te r  f i s h  and e e l s
S easo n
S easo n  c o n c e s s io n a r y  
Seven  day
3 .2 0
1 .6 0
1 .0 0
C o n c e s s io n a r y  l i c e n c e s  a r e  i s s u e d  t o  j u v e n i l e s  (1 4 -1 6  y e a r s ) ,  
s t a t e  r e t i r e m e n t  p e n s io n e r s  and r e g i s t e r e d  d i s a b l e d  p e r s o n s .
Item Mo. 4 I
NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY 
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
31ST JANUARY, 1983 
DRAFT NET LICENCES - RIVERS DERWENT AND ELLEN
F2/A1
1. On 9th November, 1981, (minute no. 29) the Committee was informed that 
the Policy and Resources Committee had deferred a decision on fixing 
d u t ies  for d r a ft  nets in  the R ivers  Derwent and E l l e n  estuar ies  
pending MAFF's decision on proposed fishery byelaws which sought, 
inter a lia ,  to ban all  netting in those waters.
2 .  Following correspondence between solicitors acting for the licence 
applicants and the Authority, the Policy and Resources Committee 
considered this matter again on 27th September, 1982 and recornmended:-
"That the cost of a licence for the use of a draft net in the 
estuary of the River Derwent be £550 and the cost of a licence 
for a draft net in the estuary of the River Ellen be £440; and 
that these figures be reviewed annually."
3 . The recommendation was approved by the Authority on 11th October 1982, 
following which the proposals were advertised in accordance with the 
statutory requirements and fifteen objections received. All objectors 
expressed concern at the conservation aspects should the licences be 
granted and four felt that the proposed duties were too low.
4 .  MAFF was asked to approve the proposals on 8th December, 1982, and 
on 30th December, the Authority was notified that MAFF had approved 
the Authority 's  application subject to the modification that duties 
for the use of such nets in both areas would be £330.
NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY 
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
31ST JANUARY, 1983 
RIVERS DERWENT AND ELLEN ESTUARIES 
NET LIMITATION ORDERS
F2/A4
1 . The p ro p o se d  new Code o f  F is h e r y  B yelaw s ap p ro v ed  by th e  A u th o r i ty  in  
N ovem ber 1981 an d  p r e s e n t l y  w i t h  t h e  M i n i s t r y  o f  A g r i c u l t u r e ,  
F i s h e r i e s  and Food fo r  c o n f i r m a t io n ,  s e e k s  i n t e r  a l i a  to  ban a l l  
n e t t i n g  i n  t h e  D e rw e n t an d  E l l e n  e s t u a r i e s .  H o w e v e r , u n d e r  th e  
p r e s e n t  B ye law s, draw  d r a f t  o r  s e in e  n e t s  and h eav e  o r h a a f  n e t s  a r e  
p e rm i t te d  in  b o th  th e s e  e s t u a r i e s .
2 . As th e  C om m ittee w i l l  rem em ber, t h e r e  w ere two heave n e t  l i c e n c e s  
i s s u e d  f o r  th e  E l l e n  e s tu a r y  l a s t  y e a r ,  and a p p l i c a t i o n s  w ere made in  
May 1981 fo r  d r a f t  n e t s  i n  b o th  e s t u a r i e s .  L ic e n c e s  fo r  t h e s e  d r a f t  
n e t s  c o u ld  n o t be  i s s u e d  im m e d ia te ly , b e c a u se  u n l ik e  th e  h eav e  n e t s ,  
no l i c e n c e  d u t i e s  had ev e r been  f ix e d  f o r  th e s e  e s t u a r i e s .
3 . A lthough  d e s i r o u s  o f  b an n in g  a l l  n e t t in g  in  th e s e  e s t u a r i e s ,  th e  
C om m ittee w ere a d v is e d  t h a t  th e y  had t o  f i x  d u t i e s  and th e y  d id  so  
r e l u c t a n t l y  a t  t h e i r  m ee tin g  i n  J u l y  1981 . How ever, t h e i r  recommended 
d u t i e s  o f  £ 4 0 0 .0 0  f o r  th e  E l le n  e s tu a r y  and £ 5 0 0 .0 0  f o r  th e  D erw ent 
e s tu a r y  w ere n o t ap p ro v ed  by th e  P o l ic y  and R eso u rce s  C om m ittee who 
d e c id e d  t o  d e f e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  d u t i e s  p e n d in g  t h e  M i n i s t e r ' s  
d e c i s io n  on  th e  B yelaw s.
4 . P a r t l y  b e c a u s e  o f  t h e  num ber o f  o b j e c t i o n s  t o  t h e  p r o p o s e d  new 
B yelaw s, t h e  M i n i s t e r 's  c o n f i r m a t io n  was d e la y e d  and a t  t h e i r  m ee tin g  
l a s t  O c to b e r , th e  P o l ic y  and R e so u rc e s  C om m ittee w ere a d v is e d  t h a t  
th e y  c o u ld  d e la y  th e  m a tte r  no lo n g e r  and would have  t o  f i x  d u t i e s ,  
w hich th e y  r e l u c t a n t l y  d id  a t  £ 5 5 0 .0 0  fo r  th e  D erw ent and £ 4 4 0 .0 0  fo r  
th e  E l l e n .  The M i n i s t e r 's  d e c i s i o n  on th e s e  d u t i e s  h as  now been  
r e c e iv e d  (Agenda Item  No. 4) an<3 he  h a s  f ix e d  th e  d u t i e s  a t  £ 3 3 0 .0 0  
f o r  each  e s tu a r y .
5 . The p o s i t i o n  now i s  t h a t  t h e r e  w ere two heave  n e t  l i c e n c e s  in  th e  
E l l e n  e s tu a r y  l a s t  y e a r  w hich c o u ld  w e l l  be  renew ed and p resu m a b ly  th e  
two a p p l i c a n t s  f o r  d r a f t  n e t  l i c e n c e s  in  b o th  e s t u a r i e s  w i l l  w ish  t o  
t a k e  them  up  now t h e  d u t i e s  h a v e  b e e n  f i x e d .  T he M i n i s t r y  h a v e  
however a d v is e d  us t h a t  our p ro p o se d  new b y e law s t o  ban a l l  n e t t i n g  in  
th e s e  two e s t u a r i e s  w i l l  have t o  a l lo w  fo r  th e  c o n t in u a t io n  o f  any 
ty p e  o f  n e t t i n g  f o r  w hich l i c e n c e s  a r e  h e ld  a t  th e  d a te  th e  b y e law s 
a r e  c o n firm e d  ( h o p e f u l ly  a b o u t M arch t h i s  y e a r ) .  T h is  m eans t h a t  i f  
th e  two h eav e  n e t  l i c e n c e s  in  th e  E l le n  e s tu a r y  a r e  ren ew ed , and d r a f t  
n e t  l i c e n c e s  i n  b o th  e s t u a r i e s  t a k e n  up  b e f o r e  t h e  b y e la w s  a r e  
c o n f irm e d , th e  b y e law s w i l l  have  t o  a llo w  heave o r  h a a f  n e t s  in  th e  
E l le n  e s tu a r y  and d raw  d r a f t  o r  s e in e  n e t s  in  b o th  e s t u a r i e s .
6 . I f  th e  co m m ittee  w ish  to  l i m i t  th e  number o f  such  n e t s  th e n  i t  w i l l  be 
n e c e s s a ry  t o  a p p ly  f o r  N et L im i ta t io n  O rd e rs  in  b o th  e s t u a r i e s .  T h is  
would in  e f f e c t  l i m i t  th e  number o f  l i c e n c e s  in  b o th  e s t u a r i e s  t o
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zerof but in accordance with the provisions of Section 26(4) of the 
Salmon and Freshwater F is h e r ie s  Act 1 9 7 5 ,  make the necessary  
provisions to ensure that:-
"any  per son who during  the year proceeding  that year held  a 
fishing licence to use an instrument of  any description and who 
is dependant on fishing for his livelihood w ill  be able to obtain 
a fishing licence to use an instrument of that description " .
7 . There is however provision in Sub-Section (5) of Section 26 for the 
Minister to substitute "any person who during the two years proceeding 
that year" or "any person who during the 3 years proceeding that year" 
for the words underlined in paragraph 6 , above. To do this however 
the Minister must be satisfied on conservation grounds of the need to 
make any substitution? The Regional Fisheries Officer is of the 
opinion that there is a such a need and the Committee is accordingly 
recommended to request the Minister to make the necessary direction .
8 , I f  the Committee agree that Net Limitation Orders should be applied 
for and that the Minister should be asked to make a direction under 
Section 26(5) then they are requested to resolve as follows:-
RECOMMENDED
(i) That application be made to the Minister of Agriculture 
Fisheries and Food for Net Limitation Orders as set out in 
the Appendix to this report,
(ii)  That the M in ister  be requested  to give  a d i r e c t io n  in 
accordance with Section 26(5) of the Salmon and Freshwater 
Fisheries Act 1976 substituting "the 3 years" for "the 
year" in Sub-Section (4) of the said Section 26.
8/5B26 APPENDIX
SALMON AND FRESHWATER FISHERIES ACT 1975
THE NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY (LIMITATION OF 
SALMON AND MIGRATORY TROUT NETTING LICENCES - 
RIVERS DERWENT AND ELLEN) ORDER 1983
THE NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY in exercise of the powers conferred by
Section 26(1) of the Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries Act 1975 and all
other powers enabling them in that behalf hereby make the following
Order
1. Th is  Order may be c ited  as the North West Water A uth o rity  
(Limitation of Salmon and Migratory Trout Netting Licences - 
Rivers Derwent and Ellen) Order 1983.
2 . In this Order, unless the context otherwise requires:-
"the Authority" means the North West Water Authority
"River Derwent Estuary" means those tidal waters and parts of 
the sea within a radius of 3 Kms (1 .6188  nautical miles) 
from the beacon on the south pier at Workington
"River Ellen Estuary" means those tidal water and parts of 
the sea within a radius of 3 Kms (1 .6188 nautical miles) 
from the beacon at the seaward end of the south pier at 
Maryport
3. The number of licences to be issued in any year for fishing for 
salmon and migratory trout with heave or haaf nets in the River 
Ellen Estuary shall be limited to zero.
4. The number of licences to be issued in any year for fishing for 
salmon and migratory trout with draft or seine nets in the River 
Derwent Estuary and the River Ellen Estuary shall be limited to 
zero.
5. However, notwithstanding the provisions of articles 3 and 4 , a 
licence shall be issued to any applicant who:-
(a) has held a similar licence for fishing with nets in the 
River Derwent and River E lle n  E s t u a r ie s  during  the 
previous year, and
(b) is dependent upon fishing for h is  livelihood
and a sufficient number of licences shall be issued to satisfy 
such applications.
6 . The Authority shall not allocate licences for any year before the 
first  day of January of that year and shall as far as possible 
complete the allocation of such licences by the first  day of 
February of that year.
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NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY 
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
31ST JANUARY, 1983 
PROPOSED PIKE RANCHING SCHEME ON ESTHWAITE WATER
F2/A2
1 . On 8 th  November 1982 , t h i s  C om m ittee a p p ro v ed  a recom m endation  by 
th e  C e n t r a l  A rea F i s h e r i e s  A d v iso ry  C om m ittee t h a t  th e  t e n a n t  o f  th e  
E s t h w a i t e  W a te r  F i s h e r y  s h o u ld  b e  p e r m i t t e d  to  u s e  g i l l  n e t s  i n  
c o n n e c t io n  w ith  th e  ta k in g  o f  p ik e  fo r  h i s  p ro p o se d  p ik e  ra n c h in g  
schem e, s u b je c t  t o  h i s  p ro v id in g  a n n u a l r e t u r n s  t o  th e  A u th o r i ty  o f  
t h e  t o t a l  c a t c h  and s p e c i e s  o f  f i s h  t a k e n  by  t h e  n e t s .  T h i s  
p e rm is s io n  was to  be f o r  a p e r io d  o f  5 y e a r s ,  t o  be rev iew ed  to w ard s  
th e  end o f  t h a t  p e r io d .
2 . "A ng ling  Tim es" s u b s e q u e n t ly  p u b l is h e d  an a r t i c l e  on th e  s u b je c t  
o f  t h i s  p i k e  r a n c h i n g  s c h e m e . T h i s  w as s e e n  by  t h e  a g e n t  f o r  
G ra y th w a ite  E s t a t e  th e  owner o f  th e  E s th w a ite  W ater F i s h e r y ,  who 
te le p h o n e d  th e  R e g io n a l F i s h e r i e s  O f f i c e r .  I t  t r a n s p i r e d  t h a t  th e  
t e n a n t  had no  r i g h t ,  under th e  te rm s  o f  h i s  l e a s e  from th e  E s t a t e ,  to  
engage in  p ik e  ra n c h in g  a c t i v i t i e s ,  and th e  E s t a t e  had no d e s i r e  
w h a te v er  t o  e n c o u ra g e  him i n  t h a t  d i r e c t i o n .  I t  f u r t h e r  t r a n s p i r e d  
t h a t  much o f  th e  in fo r m a t io n  p ro v id e d  by th e  t e n a n t  to  th e  R e g io n a l 
F i s h e r i e s  O f f i c e r  when s e e k in g  a p p ro v a l  f o r  h i s  scheme was i n a c c u r a t e .
3 . The a g e n t f o r  th e  E s t a t e  f u l l y  a c c e p te d  t h a t  th e  A u th o r i ty  had been  
a c t i n g  in  g o o d  f a i t h  a n d ,  u n d e r  t h e  c i r c u m s t a n c e s ,  t h e  R e g io n a l  
F i s h e r i e s  O f f i c e r  a rra n g e d  f o r  th e  C o m m itte e 's  recom m endation  t o  be 
w ithd raw n  from  th e  agenda f o r  th e  22nd November m e e tin g  o f  th e  W ater 
M anagement C om m ittee and fo r  th e  A u th o r i ty  t o  ta k e  no f u r t h e r  a c t i o n  
on t h i s  m a t t e r .
F2/A3
NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY 
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
31ST JANUARY, 1983 
DISEASES OF FISH BILL
J.. The above B i l l  h a s  been  in tr o d u c e d  by Mr. Jo h n  C o r r ie  M .P. who came 
f i r s t  i n  th e  b a l l o t  fo r  P r iv a t e  M em bers' B i l l s .  The BiJ.1 e x te n d s  
e x i s t i n g  pow ers and i s  d e s ig n e d  t o  p ro v id e  a fram ew ork fo r  d e a l in g  
w i th ,  and p r e v e n t in g  th e  s p re a d  o f ,  d i s e a s e s  i n  s h e l l f i s h  and farm ed 
f i s h .  The B i l l  a l s o  p ro v id e s  pow ers f o r  th e  r e g i s t r a t i o n  o f  f i s h  
fa rm s and s h e l l f i s h  e n t e r p r i s e s .  «
2 . The B i l l  w hich r e c e iv e d  i t s  second  r e a d in g  on F r id a y  2 1 s t  J a n u a ry  i s  
s t r o n g ly  s u p p o rte d  by MAFF. The E x p la n a to ry  and F in a n c i a l  Memorandum 
t o  th e  B i l l  g iv e s  a good resum e o f  th e  p r o v is io n s  i n  th e  B i l l ,  and i s  
re p ro d u c e d  fo r  th e  in fo r m a t io n  o f  m em bers, i n  th e  A ppendix t o  t h i§  
r e p o r t .
EX PLA N A TO RY  AND FIN A N C IA L M EM ORAN DUM
The Bill amends the Diseases of Fish Act 1937 (the 1937 Act) 
and the Sea Fisheries (Shellfish) Act 1967 (the 1967 Act>. The 
amendments are mainly concerned with tightening existing con­
trols over the movement of fish and shellfish when there is an 
occurrence or a risk of disease. The scope of the 1937 Act, which 
is currently limited to salmon and freshwater fish, is extended by 
the Bill to farmed sea fish and eels. The Bill also introduces new 
powers in relation to the registration of fish farms and the keeping 
of records.
Clause 1 amends section 2 of the 1937 Act so as to strengthen 
existing disease control measures in relation to the movement 
of fish. The main effect of these amendments is that—
(a) when there are reasonable grounds for suspecting that
any inland or coastal waters are or may become infected 
with a notifiable fish disease, the Minister may make 
an order to designate those waters and any appropriate 
adjacent la n d ;
(b) when an area is so designated, the M inister may prohibit
o r regulate the taking into or out of, or regulate any 
movement within, that area of any live fish, live eggs 
of fish and foodstuff for fish, in order to prevent the 
spreading of fish disease.
At present, the 1937 Act requires the Minister to be satisfied that 
disease exists before making an order, and gives him powers 
only over the transport of fish and eggs and foodstuff out of 
the infected area. In addition, the clause extends section 2 to 
farmed sea fish and to eels.
Clause 2 amends section 4 of the 1937 Act, which requires an 
inspector to serve a notice on a fish farmer as soon as he has 
reasonable grounds for suspecting that any waters are infected 
with notifiable disease. Such a notice prohibits the taking into 
or out of the farm of live fish and eggs, or out of the farm of 
foodstuff, for a period of 30 days with the option of a further 
30 days. The present provision is limited to movement off the 
farm and provides for a 16 day period.
[Bill 18] A  48/4
ii Diseases o f Fish
Clause 3 amends a number of definitions in the 1937 Act and 
provides additional definitions consequent on the extension of 
the Act to fanned sea fish. Clause 3 also amends section 13 of 
the 1937 Act, so as to enable Ministers to make orders, subject 
to negative resolution, altering the list of notifiable fish diseases ; 
at present an Order in Council is required.
Clause 4 and the Schedule contain further amendments of the 
1937 Act, which include provisions about powers of entry and 
inspection to reflect the widening of the Act to cover farmed sea 
fish.
Clause 5 amends section 12 of the 1967 Act to enable Ministers 
to make orders prohibiting or licensing the taking of shellfish 
from designated areas where -this is desirable to prevent the 
spread of disease. At present there are powers only over the 
deposit of shellfish.
Clauses 6 to 8 confer a new power enabling Ministers to make 
■orders requiring fish farms to be registered, records to be kept 
about farms and about fish, eggs and foodstuff, and information 
to be furnished. They empower anyone authorised by Ministers 
to enter premises to see and take copies of records. They create 
offences for failure to comply with the provisions. And they pro­
vide for the confidentiality of information and make it an offence 
to disclose it in contravention of the confidentiality.
Financial effects of the Bill
Any additional government expenditure which may be in­
curred as a result of clauses 1 to 8 will be limited to administra­
tive costs. The level of these will depend on the future incidence 
of notifiable disease but is not expected to be significant. Any 
cost will be contained within existing public expenditure pre­
visions.
Effects o f the Bill on public service manpower
The Bill does not necessitate any increase in public service 
manpower.
NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY 
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OUTBREAK OF WHIRLING DISEASE IN THE AUTHORITY'S AREA
RF2/A8
1 . The M in is te r  o f  A g r i c u l t u r e ,  F i s h e r i e s  and Food h a s  made an I n f e c te d  
A re a  O r d e r ,  u n d e r  t h e  D i s e a s e s  o f  F i s h  A c t 1 9 3 7 , d e c l a r i n g  t h e  
p re m ise s  o f  th e  Dunsop T ro u t Farm L td  a t  Dunsop B r id g e , C l i t h e r o e ,  t o  
be an i n f e c t e d  a re a  u nder th e  A c t ,  f o llo w in g  th e  c o n f i r m a t io n  o f  
w h i r l in g  d i s e a s e  on th e  fa rm . T h is  m eans t h a t  movement o u t  o f  th e  
a r e a  o f  th e  farm  o f  any l i v e  f i s h ,  eg g s o f  f i s h  o r  f o o d s tu f f  f o r  f i s h  
i s  p r o h i b i t e d  w i th o u t  th e  p r e v io u s  c o n s e n t  i n  w r i t i n g  o f  th e  M in i s t e r .  
T h is  o r d e r  came i n t o  f o r c e  on 8 th  J a n u a r y ,  1983 .
2 . On 1 0 th  J a n u a r y ,  1 9 8 3 , a c o p y  o f  a 1 6 - d a y  o r d e r  in  r e s p e c t  o f  
w h i r l in g  d i s e a s e  a f f e c t i n g  S o u th w a ite  M il l  F is h  Farm , P e n r i t h ,  was 
r e c e iv e d  from  th e  M in i s t r y ,  T h is  i s  a form  o f  te m p o ra ry  h o ld in g  o rd e r  
w h ich , l i k e  an i n f e c te d  a r e a  o r d e r ,  p r o h i b i t s ,  w ith o u t  th e  M i n i s t e r 's  
c o n s e n t ,  t h e  m ovem en t o f f  t h e  fa rm  o f  a l l  l i v e  f i s h ,  e g g s  and 
f o o d s t u f f .  The m ain  b u s in e s s  o f  t h i s  farm  i s  th e  s u p p ly  o f  t r o u t  fo r  
th e  t a b l e .
3 . The o r d e r  on th e  Dunsop T ro u t Farm w i l l  v e ry  l i k e l y  c a u se  s e v e re  
d i s l o c a t i o n  o f  s u p p l i e s  o f  t r o u t  to  many c lu b s  i n  th e  r e g io n  who have  
h i t h e r t o  o b t a i n e d  t h e i r  s t o c k i n g  r e q u i r e m e n t s  fro m  t h a t  s o u r c e .
4 . The R e g io n a l F i s h e r i e s  O f f ic e r  h a s  d i s c u s s e d  th e  im p l ic a t i o n s  o f  th e  
s i t u a t i o n  w ith  th e  M i n i s t r y 's  F is h  D is e a s e s  L a b o ra to ry  a t  Weymouth. 
The d i s e a s e  t y p i c a l l y  o c c u rs  w here d e n se  c o n c e n t r a t io n s  o f  f r y  o c c u r ,  
su ch  a s  u nder h a tc h e ry  c o n d i t io n s  and i s  u s u a l ly  c o n f in e d  t o  rainbow  
t r o u t  f r y  w h ic h  a r e  p a r t i c u l a r l y  s u s c e p t i b l e .  I t  i s  known t h a t  
r e s i s t a n t  s t a g e s  o f  th e  l i f e  c y c le  can  e x i s t  in  mud ( e .g .  e a r th e r n  
h a tc h e r y  ponds) and i t  i s  now th o u g h t  t h a t  m u d -d w ellin g  a q u a t i c  worms 
fo und  i n  s t i l l  w a t e r  c o n d i t io n s  may a c t  a s  in te r m e d ia te  h o s t s  f o r  th e  
p a r a s i t e .  R isk s  to  in d ig e n o u s  brown t r o u t  and salm on p o p u la t io n s  in  
r i v e r s  t o  w h ic h  t h e  r e s p e c t i v e  f a rm s  d i s c h a r g e  a r e  t h e r e f o r e  
c o n s id e r e d  t o  be s l i g h t .
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CONTROL OF FERAL MINK
RF2/A6
1 . On 8 th  November 1982, (m in u te  n o .20) th e  C om m ittee recommended t h a t  
t h e  A u t h o r i t y ,  th r o u g h  t h e  R e g io n a l  F i s h e r i e s  O f f i c e r ,  s h o u l d : -
" (1 )  C a n v a s  t h e  v ie w s  o f  a l l  i n t e r e s t e d  b o d i e s ,  i n c l u d i n g  
w a t e r  a u t h o r i t i e s ,  N a t i o n a l  F a r m e r s '  U n i o n ,  N a t u r e  
C o n se rv an cy  C o u n c i l ,  R oyal S o c ie ty  fo r  th e  P r o t e c t io n  o f  
B i r d s ,  c o u n ty  la n d o w n e rs ' a s s o c i a t i o n s  and l o c a l  f i s h e r i e s  
a s s o c i a t i o n s ,  on a j o i n t  a p p ro a c h  to  MAFF f o r  i t  t o  reassum e 
i t s  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  f o r  th e  c o n t r o l  and t r a p p in g  o f  f e r a l  
mink a n d /o r  i t s  in t r o d u c in g  a b o u n ty  scheme t o  en co u rag e  
t r a p p in g .
(2) C anvas th e  v iew s o f  th e  same b o d ie s  on t h e i r  j o i n t  fu n d in g  
o f  a b o u n ty  fu n d ."
2 . The R e g io n a l F i s h e r i e s  O f f ic e r  s e n t  o u t  an  e n q u iry  in  th e  above te rm s  
to  a t o t a l  o f  23 a d d re s s e s  among th e  b o d ie s  named. By m id -J a n u a ry , 20 
r e p l i e s  had been  r e c e iv e d .  A  s y n o p s is  o f  th e  r e p l i e s  i s  sum m arised 
b e lo w .
Q .I  A re m ink a p rob lem  in  your a re a ?
15 c o r r e s p o n d e n ts  a g re e d , in  v a ry in g  te rm s  or by im p l ic a t i o n ,  t h a t  
t h i s  was th e  c a s e ,  a l th o u g h  i n  g e n e r a l  t h e  em phasis  was on  num bers 
r a t h e r  th a n  on any s p e c i f i c  p ro b lem s c a u se d  by m ink . The re m a in in g  5 
c o r r e s p o n d e n ts  d id  n o t r e p ly  t o  t h i s  q u e s t i o n .
Q .2  W ould  y o u  s u p p o r t  a j o i n t  a p p r o a c h  t o  MAFF, u r g in g  th em  t o  
rea ssu m e  t h e i r  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  f o r  c o n t r o l  o f  f e r a l  m ink?
8 c o r r e s p o n d e n t s  w e re  p r e p a r e d  u n e q u i v o c a l l y  to  s u p p o r t  s u c h  an  
a p p ro a c h . 7 w ere  l e s s  p o s i t i v e ,  u s in g  such  te rm s as " p ro b a b ly " ,  " in  
p r i n c i p l e "  o r  " s u b je c t  to  c e r t a i n  c o n d i t i o n s " ,  o r  w ished  t o  c o n s u l t  a 
c o m m ittee  b e f o r e  co m m ittin g  th e m s e lv e s .  5 c l e a r l y  f e l t  t h a t  i t  would 
be p o i n t l e s s  to  p u rs u e  an a p p ro a c h  to  MAFF and gav e  v a ry in g  r e a s o n s  
f o r  t h e i r  v iew s  w hich a r e  s e t  o u t  b e lo w :-
( i )  S o u th e rn  WA c la im e d  t h a t  th e  M i n i s t r y 's  o r i g i n a l  in v o lv e m e n t 
h ad  b e e n  i n  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  a p i l o t  s tu d y  o n l y ,  a im e d  a t  
a s s e s s in g  th e  s c a l e  o f  th e  p ro b le m . They q u ic k ly  r e a l i s e d  t h a t  
i t  was to o  b ig  t o  h a n d le  and t h a t  e r a d i c a t io n  o f  m ink was o u t  
o f  th e  q u e s t i o n ,  a d e g re e  o f  c o n t r o l  b e in g  th e  o n ly  o p t io n .
( i i )  Y o rk s h ire  WA saw v e ry  l i t t l e  l i k e l i h o o d  o f  b e in g  a b le  t o  g e t  
th e  M in i s t r y  in v o lv e d ,  in  th e  p r e s e n t  econom ic c l i m a t e .
( i i i )  S e v e rn -T re n t  WA c o n te n d e d  t h a t  t h e r e  was i n s u f f i c i e n t  e v id e n c e  
t h a t  m in k  p o s e d  a s e r i o u s  t h r e a t  to  f i s h e r i e s  t o  p r o v id e
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a j u s t i f i c a t i o n  for an approach to MAFF, They considered  
that it would be more appropriate to try to get a country-wide 
study under way as soon as possible to determine precisely what 
mink were living on (rather than, it was implied, what people 
thought they were living on) .
( iv) The Royal Society for the Protection of Birds stated bluntly 
that, to the best of their knowledge, there was no specific 
evidence that mink caused serious damage to bird l i f e .
(v) The Country Landowners ' Asso ciatio n , Great Harwood, Stafford 
said , equally bluntly, that they would not support any approach 
to the Ministry because they considered the problem of mink 
control to be one for the individual occupiers of land to deal 
with.
Q .3  Would you contribute to a central bounty fund ?
There was little  support for this proposal, only 3 correspondents 
giving an unequivocal "y e s " ,  and one of those making it clear that 
only a nominal contribution would be possible, 5 correspondents 
wished to raise the matter with a committee before replying further, 
while 12 were opposed, with varying degrees of firmness, to the idea. 
3 of  these  expressed  the view  t h a t ,  even i f  a bounty should be 
payable, it  should be the responsibility of the individual authority 
rather than of some central body.
3. The general view, therefore, appears to be that, while it  is accepted 
that mink are abundant throughout England and Wales, and are claimed 
to be a problem in some areas, there is only moderate support for a 
combined approach to MAFF to reassure responsibility for control, and 
very l itt le  support for the idea of a central bounty fund^
4. As a p o s t s c r ip t  to the fo r e g o in g ,  a recent a r t ic l e  in "A ngling  
Times" referred to the activities of an organisation calling itself  
"The Animal Liberation Front". One of the activities in which this 
organisation engages is breaking into mink farms and setting the 
animals free - as if  there were not already sufficient feral mink at 
large !
North 
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W H Crackle Secretary and Solicitor
Dawson House, Great Sankey 
Warrington WA5 3LW 
Telephone Penketh 4321 
Telex 628642
Our ref JW S /101 /07 /01
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27th January ,1983
TO: MEMBERS OF REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
MEMBERS & DEPUTY MEMBERS OF THE AUTHORITY
Dear Member,
PROPOSALS TO COMBAT POACHING
I enclose a copy of the above Report which w ill  be included on 
the Agenda for the meeting of the Regional Fisheries Advisory 
Committee scheduled to take place at Dawson House on Monday, 
31st January,1983.
Please attach the copy to your papers for that meeting as 
Agenda Item N o .10. The original Agenda Item N o .10 (AOB) will 
now become Item N o .11
Yours faithfully ,
Secretary and Solicitor
George Mann Chairman
F2/A10
NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY 
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
31ST JANUARY, 1983 
PROPOSALS TO COMBAT POACHING
1. At the meeting of the Regional Fisheries Committee on 8th November 
1982, the Committee endorsed a recommendation by the Central Area 
Fisheries Advisory Committee (Minute 19(B) (3)) that the o fficers , in 
consultation with the Chairmen of the Regional and Local Committees, 
should formulate proposals to combat poaching and that provision 
should be made in the 1983-84 Estimates to cover the costs.
Members are doubtless aware of the background to depletion of British 
salmon stocks in recent years, and the threats currently posed to 
them. However, the position is summarised below.
Salmon stocks have been, and still  are, under pressure from coastal 
fisheries in West Greenland, uncontrolled netting off and near much of 
the Irish  coastline, the new long-line fishery in the Faroes (where 
the catch has risen from a negligible quantity to over 1000 tons in 
the space of a few years) , legal netting around Great Britain and, 
f inally ,  poaching. The problem is the same in all Authority areas 
where salmon occur. In  this Authority 's  area, and especially in West 
Cumbria where the number of prosecutions has quadrupled over the past 
four years, anti-poaching operations by b a il if f  staff are a major 
pre-occupation during the summer and autumn. Control of exploitation 
on the high seas is a matter for inter national negotiation by Central 
Government. Exploitation around England and Wales, particularly by 
illegal methods, is ;  a matter which is the proper responsibility of 
Water A u th o r it ie s  under the Salmon and Freshwater F is h e r ie s  Act 
1975.
2. a  wide-ranging review of the whole field  of anti-poaching work was 
th ere fo re  c arr ied  out by the Regional  F is h e r ie s  O f f ic e r  in con­
sultation with both Area Fisheries Officers .  It  was agreed at the 
start  that  it was e s s e n t ia l  to make improvements to the present  
arrangements i f  the Authority is effectively to police the migratory 
fish rivers in the Region and combat the serious level of poaching 
which exists .
3. The aspects considered come under seven main headings:-
(1) Manpower
(2) Conditions of Service
(3) Equipment
(4) Training
(5) Information
(6) Penalities
(7) Control of salmon sale
These headings fa l l  into three further sub-divisions.
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(A) Proposals in connection with which action is either in hand or 
is  intended, and where finance, i f  required, is  likely to be 
available. (These include Nos. ( 3 ) , ( 4 ) , ( 5 )  and certain aspects
of ( 6 ) ) .
(B) Proposals which would require consideration and approval by the 
Authority before any action could be in itiated .
(These include the whole of (1))
(C) P ro posals  which would involve  actio n  at national  l e v e l .  
(These would include (7) and certain aspects of ( 6 ) ) .
(1) Manpower
Anti-poaching work is essentially a "Peak Load Problem" during 
some six months only  in the year . The employment of large  
numbers of additional full-time b a il if fs  is therefore clearly not 
• the answer, so far as economical provision of additional manpower 
on the ground is concerned, although such men would have the 
advantage of experience, local knowledge and better training. 
Once the "poaching season" (which, broadly speaking, covers the 
period  June/November in c lu s iv e )  has ended , extra  full-time 
b a i l i f f s  would almost c e r t a in ly  be under-employed u n t i l  the 
following June brought a new build-up of poaching activity. The 
cost effective solution would thus appear to be the employment of 
a number of part-time or temporary full-time ba il iffs  who would 
augment the e x is t in g  force  o f  full-time b a i l i f f s  during  the 
peak-load period. The employment of part-time b a il if fs  has, in 
fact, already been tried out experimentally by the Authority with 
Union agreement in the Southern Area, in order to assist the 
limited number of full-time b a il if fs  with enforcement work on 
coarse fishing waters. Over the short period of operation, the 
experiment proved successful, but the scheme was, regrettably, an 
early victim of the introduction of Cash Limits.
The employment o f  temporary full- tim e b a i l i f f s  would be an 
a l t e r n a t iv e  method o f  aumenting the full-time b a i l i f f  force 
during the peak-load period. Men employed on this basis would, 
being  a v a ila b le  fu ll- tim e ,  provide  a g rea te r  p o t e n t ia l  for 
reinforcement and would also be likely  to become more quickly 
accustomed to methods of operation and to the geography of the 
area in which they were called upon to work. On the other hand, 
the cost of employing them would be considerably greater than in 
the case of part-timers.
A third possibility  lies  in a system recently introduced by the 
Northumbrian Water Authority as an experiment. This is based on 
a l ist  of so-called "call  out b a i l i f f s " ,  made up of local men 
selected by the Area Head B a i l i f f s .  The aim was to have a pool 
of men who could be called out as required to work at night or at 
weekends to reinforce the full-time b a i l if f  force, and who would 
be paid on an hourly rate. They would make up the strength of 
patrols with a view to pre-empting violence by their presence, 
or, i f  violence should develop, to coping with i t .  The system
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has been found e f fe c t iv e  in  p r a c t ic e  and has proved popular 
with the full-time b a il if fs  once they got used to it .
The Northumbrian Chief Fisheries Officer mentions four benefits 
which have arisen from the system.
1. The B a i l i f f s  ap p reciate  the a b i l i t y  to f i e l d  stronger 
patrols.
2. Working with a wider group of men cuts down the friction and 
stress engendered through personal relationships in a small 
team.
3. The "call-out" men bring in a lot of local intelligence 
from their own contacts who appear more ready to talk to 
them than to a full-time b a i l i f f .
4 . One of the "ca ll  out"’ men employed has brought in a lot of 
specialist expertise because he happens to be a netsman.
The costs for the first  year of the Northumbrian scheme were 
£ 2 , 5 0 0 ,  now to be increased  to £ 1 0 ,0 0 0 .  The system has the 
advantage over the employment of part-time b a il iffs  that less 
constraint is imposed by the need to restrict weekly hours to not 
more than 30 i f  involvement in Superannuation is to be avoided.
In certain areas considerable lengths of river are controlled by 
a s in g le  land o w ner , esta te  or an g 1 ing a s s o c ia t io n .  In such 
circumstances it might be possible to obtain the agreement of the 
individual or body concerned to recruit and operate a force of 
private b a il if fs  in exchange for the payment by the Authority of 
an annual sum representing  the w hole , or a s u b s t a n t ia l  pro­
port ion ,  o f  the cost  of the se rv ic e  p r o v id e d . Any such 
arrangem ent , how ever , would be su b jec t  to c e rta in  s p e c i f ic  
requirements since, unlike the Water Act 1973 in relation to 
Sewerage Agency Agreements, the Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries 
Act  1975  makes no p ro v is io n  for the d e le g a t io n  by a water 
authority of its ba iliffing  duties to a third party. The men 
involved would, need to be appointed as Authority b a il if fs  and 
warranted accordingly. The Authority would remain ultimately 
responsible for the actions, conduct etc. of these men and would 
have to lia ise  with the employer on a regular basis in connection 
with the duties to be performed.
Should one of these four possib ilities  set out above be con­
s ide re d  s a t is fa c t o r y  for ad op tion  by the A u t h o r i t y , it  is  
essential that there should be fu ll  joint consultation with the 
Union concerned before any action is taken.
In  c o n sid erin g  p o ssib le  methods o f  augmenting the full-time 
b a i l if f s  force, it  is perhaps appropriate to give an example of 
the problems which they face in attempting to detect or prevent 
poaching. In the case of the Ribble/Hodder and Wyre catchments 
there are 115 recognised holding pools on the two former rivers 
and a further  24 on the Wyre, in which migratory f is h  may 
congregate  and be v u ln e r a b le  to p o a c h in g . The d i s t r i c t  is
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covered by an Inspector and 7 b a il if fs  who, due to the require­
ments of their conditions of service have to have two days off 
per week, and thus are available in full  strength on only two 
days in  the week. On other d a y s ,  a llo w ing  for leave and 
s ic k n e s s ,  there  may be as few as three  men only  on duty to  
provide  cover for these 139 p o o ls .  In  p r a c t ic e ,  due to the 
variation in the time of runs of fish ,  and to their distribution 
in the river , the position is not quite so formidable, but the 
overall principle remains. Apart from the question of manpower 
in the Fisheries Department, there is  the parallel problem of 
manpower in the Control and Regulation Section of the Rivers 
Division Administration Department. This section deals with 
offences and prosecutions generally, including all  those relating 
to Fisheries, and at times is already over-extended in trying to 
cope with the throughput of fisheries offences alone. Should 
improved anti-poaching methods result in an increased number of 
prosecutions, it  might be .necessary to consider some reinforce­
ment of this Section, i f  unacceptable delays in bringing cases to 
Court are to be avoided.
(2) Conditions of Service
A general problem of anti-poaching work - and one which applies 
particularly in areas of intensive and violent poaching - is that 
of  the ageing  b a i l i f f .  Many men over the age of 55 cannot 
reasonably be expected to work long hours in the field  at night 
and to engage in hand-to-hand struggles with violent offenders 
many years younger than themselves. In practice, therefore, the 
ageing b a il if f  represents a depletion of the effective ba il if f  
force.
Further, it  happens occasionally that a b a i l i f f  is  appointed who 
appears at interview to be suitable for the type of work involved 
but who, despite being aware of what is  expected of him, proves 
to. be temperamentally unable to cope with the stresses of anti­
poaching work in an area where violence is common. Such a man 
re p r e s e n t s ,  yet a g a in ,  a d e p le t io n  of the e f f e c t iv e  b a i l i f f  
force.
The problem of the b a i l i f f  over 55 years of age, however, is  one 
which cannot be dealt with except by transfer to less arduous 
duties , provided that a vacancy exists in a suitable area. There 
is no provision in the National Conditions of Service which would 
enable a man to retire at 55, except on grounds of ill-health. 
At the same time it must be admitted that not all  b a i l if fs  are 
"past i t "  at the age of 5 5 in relation to strenuous work of this 
kind, and each case much be considered individually. In  the 
Police Force, retirement at 55 is compulsory for Sergeants and 
C o n s t a b le s ,  for the same reasons that a f fe c t  b a i l i f f s  on 
strenuous anti-poaching work. Inspectors and above are able to 
continue working up to age 60, as they are normally, while in the 
55 /60  age bracket, employed on lighter administrative duties.
(3) Equipment
E xp e rie n ce  has confirmed the v a lu e  o f  a powerful telescope
-5-
on a tripod for day-time surveillance, and of the night-vision 
a ids  a lre ad y  obtained  for use during  the hours o f  d a rk n e ss .  
Additional equipment of the same type w ill  be obtained before the 
commencement of the 1983 season.
In v e s t ig a t io n s  made into  the p o s s ib le  use o f  intruder  alarm 
systems has shown that the limited coverage achievable and the 
very high cost of this type of equipment renders it not worth­
while for the Authority's purposes.
Camouflaged c lo th in g  could be u se fu l  in  c ep ta in  a r e a s ,  and 
this w ill  be purchased as required.
A ctio n  is a lre ad y  in hand to improve b a i l i f f s '  rad io  com­
munication, both between individuals and, in the Ribble area, 
between b a il if fs  and the Police by the installation of a radio on 
F is h e r ie s  frequency  and s u ita b le  a e r ia l  at C l ith e ro e  P o l ic e  
Station. An additional sea-going patrol boat, similar to that 
already used in West Cumbria, is to be obtained for use in the 
Lune estuary and Morecambe Bay. It  w ill  also be used to cover 
the Ribble, in addition to the smaller craft already used on that 
estuary.
The experiment of  em ploying , as a b a i l i f f  in West Cumbria, 
an ex-Police dog-handier and his dog has proved successful. The 
com bination  has proved a v a lu a b le  d eterrent  to assa ult  on 
b a i l i f f s ,  and since coming to the Authority, the dog has been 
trained  to " s n i f f  out"  h idden  f i s h  and nets .  The b a i l i f f  
concerned is capable of training other dogs, and it is intended 
that two a d d it io n a l  dogs should be obtained  during 1983 and 
trained alongside selected b a il if fs  with whom they will work.
(4) Training
Specialist training of b a i l if fs  in poaching areas is required 
in two particular directions :-
(i) How to cope with violent offenders.
(ii)  How to interview and interrogate offenders ' to the best 
advantage and in  accordance w ith  the requirements o f  
current law.
Arrangements to deal w ith  ( i i )  have been included in the 
B a il i f fs '  Internal Training Programme of 1983-84. In relation to
( i) , however, it  may be necessary to seek Police assistance in 
the matter o f  training , and this is being investigated.
(5) Information
This works in two directions - ’’ inwards" and "outwards". The 
former relates to intelligence received, and efforts are being 
made to e s t a b l is h  improved l i a i s o n  with  the P o l ic e  at main 
centres  in  poaching a r e a s , w ith  a view to rece iv in g  as much 
information as possible, via the many sources of information 
open to them , about intended poaching a c t i v i t i e s ,  d isp o s a l
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routes for poached fish , details of known poachers' vehicles, 
etc . An important move has already been made in this direction 
through a meeting, in October, 1982 , with Cumbria Constabulary' 
and a number of Divisional Poaching Liaison Officers from the 
same Force. There is to be an annual meeting on the same lines 
shortly before the start of the poaching season. At this in itial  
meeting an excellent rapport was established with the Police. 
Another meeting has been held between Fisheries staff and the 
Police at Clitheroe, in relation to poaching problems on the 
Ribble.
"Outwards" information involves publicity through the Press and 
th e  m e d i a .  H e r e ,  f u l l e r  use  o f  th e  A u t h o r i t y ' s  P u b l i c  
In form atio n  serv ice s  w i l l  be made to ensure that successfu l  
prosecutions of poaching offences, and the penalties imposed, 
receive the widest possible publicity . The aim is to achieve 
this through Press releases rather than by leaving it ,  as at 
p r es e n t ,  to reporters  from local  papers  who may, however, 
unintentionally, fa il  to get across clearly the salient features 
of a case.
(6) Penalties
Penalties imposed in poaching cases are all  too often compara­
tively negligible , when the potential rewards of poaching are 
considered. The Authority w ill  continue to press for heavier 
penalties for this type of offence, and Solicitors employed by 
the Authority are being briefed on these lines .
Paragraph 9 of Schedule 4 to the Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries 
Act, 1975 gives a Court power, in instances where a person is 
convicted of a second offence against the Act, to cancel any 
licence held by that person and to disqualify  him from holding a 
licence for a period not exceeding one year. While this is a 
useful  power in  c erta in  c a s e s ,  i t  i s  c le a r ly  irre le va nt  to 
poaching cases where the person concerned w ill ,  in any case, have 
no licence for what he is doing. When fines are imposed by a 
Court for poaching offences, it  is not unknown for the offender 
to return to the river soon afterwards with the obvious intention 
of engaging in further poaching activities  in order to finance 
payment of his fine . It is ,  therefore, suggested that, in the 
same way that a Court can c an cel  a l ic e n c e  and d i s q u a l i f y  a 
person from holding a licence for a prescribed period, the Courts 
should be empowered to make an Order p r o h ib it in g  a person 
conv icted  of poaching from being found , during  a p r esc rib e d  
period, near the river on which his offence was committed, and, 
perhaps, any other river in the Country in which the Court making 
the Order is s i t u a t e d .  This  would r e q u ire  amendment o f  the 
existing legislation , and i f  this could be effected would be a 
useful restriction to impose upon habitual poachers.
When poachers are apprehended on an inland water, the riparian 
owner w il l ,  in future, be informed of the fact and invited to 
take proceedings  under the T h e ft  Act ag ainst  the persons 
involved. I f  such a combined front involving both the Authority 
and the fishery owner can be achieved, it  w ill  offer an increased
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deterrent. Further, it  may be possible to persuade the court 
to bind an offender over to restrain him. from entering specified 
land and taking fish from an adjacent river. This would largely 
meet the proposal in the proceeding paragraph.
(7) Control of Salmon Sales
The u ltim ate  hurdle  for a poacher who intends  to se l l  h is  
catch  is find ing  an o utlet  - not that th is  is  p a r t ic u la r ly  
d ifficult  as the law now stands. Apart from the restriction, 
imposed by S . 22 of the 1975 Act, on the sale of salmon and trout 
between 31st August and 1st February (which, in any case, ^xcepts 
rod-caught fish  and thus provides a large loophole) there is  no 
restriction on trade in these f ish .  Even possession of them 
during the close season is no offence, unless they can be proved 
to have been taken illegally  or to be unclean, as defined in the 
A ct .
The need for statutory control of salmon sales is  a matter which 
has been pressed  with  Government s ince  the time of River 
Authorities, but with a conspicuous lack of progress, despite the 
existence of legislation of this kind in Northern Ireland which 
has proved e f fe c t iv e  in  s u b s t a n t ia l l y  reducing the sc ^le  o f  
poaching. However, a Working Party set up by N .W .C . has been 
exploring, for more than a year, the possibility  of adapting to 
British requirements a system of tagging of all  legally-taken 
salmon which is at present in operation in the Province of New 
Brunswick, Canada, and the working Party 's  Report is expected to 
be produced shortly. Two members of the Working Party visited 
New Brunswick during  the Summer o f  1982 on a fact- find ing  
mission, and they were impressed by the practicability of the 
scheme and by its evidence : acceptance, by anglers and netsmen 
alike .
4 .  IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT:
(i) The p o s s i b i l i t y  of employment of "c a ll- o u t "  b a i l i f f s  be 
investigated further by the O ffic e rs ,  and that a provisional 
sum of £5000  be included  for th is  purpose in the 1983-84 
estimates.
(ii) Further consideration be given to the possibility  of riparian 
owners ' providing  some of the a d d it io n a l  b a i l i f f  cover 
required, on a reimbursement basis.
( i i i )  The Committee endorse the work being  c arr ie d  out by the 
Salmon Sales Group, and emphasise the need for early action in 
relation to the registration and licencing of salmon dealers 
and/or the introduction of a tagging scheme for legally-caught 
salmon, as a matter of some urgency.
(iv) The Committee should encourage riparian owners to join with
the Authority in the prosecution of offenders under the Theft
Act 1968, in addition to any proceedings by the Authority under
the Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries Act 1975.
Further c o n s id era tio n  be g iv e n ,  in con junctio n  with the 
Director of Personnel and Management Services, to the question 
of resolving any d iff ic u lt ie s  arising in the employment on 
anti-poaching duties of b a i l if f  staff .
